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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-11, 16-17, 20, 25-26, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Clark (U.S. Patent 6,560,326). 

Regarding claim 1 , Clark teaches an intelligent network comprising: a message 
transport module for receiving messages from a communications network (Fig. 3, 80); at 
least one subsystem coupled to the message transport module, running an application 
for performing network services or functions (col. 6, lines 7-20 - FCMs 64, 66, 68, and 
70); an operation management module coupled to the message transport module and 
the at least one subsystem, performing local operations management for the application 
(Fig. 3 and 4 and col. 5, line 66 through col. 6, line 50 - SCM 62). 

Regarding claim 2, Clark teaches a plurality of subsystems coupled to the 
message transport module, running a plurality of applications for performing network 
services or functions (col. 6, lines 7-20 - FCMs 64,66, 68, and 70). 
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Regarding claim 3, Clark teaches the operations management module performs 
local operations management for the plurality of applications (Fig. 3 and 4 and col. 5, 
line 66 through col. 6, line 50 - SCM 62). 

Regarding claim 4, Clark teaches the SCM acts a gateway for receiving the 
incoming connections query messages generated by the SSPs via message router 80 
reads on claimed the operations management module reports a unified status of the 
intelligent network. 

Regarding claims 5-1 1 and 16, Clark teaches the operations management 
module ("SCM" in SCP 60) for monitoring events log for the application, determining the 
status of the application, and initiating corrective measures to avoid a fault or error 
condition, and sharing message traffic load (col. 4, lines 30-45). 

Regarding claim 17, Clark teaches the network 2 in Figure 1 for connecting users 
4, 6, and 8 at a Service Switching Point located at an End Office or Central Office (col. 
3, line 65 through col. 4, line 10) that inherently teaches the network is a public switched 
telephone network or PSTN. 

Regarding claim 20, Clark teaches the local management is integrated with the 
transaction level processing of the applications (Fig. 4). 

Claims 25 and 26 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claims 1 and 4. 

Regarding claim 29, Clark teaches the SCM 62 monitoring events of each 
application in order to routes the incoming connection query message to right FCM; 
processing the events using predetermine performance criteria for the applications by 
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determining from the database 72 using incoming telephone number to see if the user is 
subscribed for the feature requested (col. 6, lines 51-55); and determining the individual 
status of each application (Fig. 4, FCF, ICW, or MSG and col. 6, line 51 through col. 7, 
line 15). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 12-15, 18-19, 21-24, 27-28, 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Clark (U.S. Patent 6,560,326). 

Regarding claims 12, 13, 15, 22, and 30, Clark does not specifically teach the 
operations management module homogenizes the individual status of each of the 
applications to determine a unified status of the intelligent network server. 

However, Clark teaches instead of routing the connection query message to one 
of the SCPs for direct handling by one of the SPs, the STP forwards the connection 
query message to a service combination manager that runs a SCM 62 that acts as a 
gateway for unifying all incoming query messages, and the SCM selectively invokes one 
or more of the individual SPs and returns connection control messages that the SSP 
uses to set up the call connection (col. 5, line 60 through col. 6, line 6). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made that in order to act as the gateway to handle all incoming connection query 
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messages, the SCM would need to determine the overall status of the intelligent 
network server so that the SCM would select the right SPs to return appropriate 
connection control messages. 

Regarding claims 14, 18, 23-24, and 28, Clark does not teach the unified status 
is reported to the network operations management in the same manner as the status of 
any other network device or node in the network. Obviously, in order to share message 
traffic loads, it is necessary that the unified status be reported in the same manner as 
the status of any other network device or node in the network. 

Regarding claims19, 21, and 31 Clark teaches a communications network (Fig. 1 
and Fig. 3, 32 and 36); an intelligent network server (Fig. 3, 60) coupled to the 
communications network performing local operation management for subsystems on 
the intelligent network server (Fig. 3 and 4 and col. 5, line 66 through col. 6, line 50 - 
SCM 62). However, Clark does not specifically teach a network operations 
management device coupled to the communications network, but rather the SSP 32 
generates connection query messages and forwards them to the SCPs then in turns 
forwards to the service combination manager. 

Claim 27 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 12. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Schafer et al. (U.S. Patent 5,966,434) teach system and method 
for managing feature interaction of telephone services. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quynh H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305- 
5451 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 6:30 A.M. to 
5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (703) 305-4731. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 



4700. 



qhn 




Quynh H. Nguyen 
August 23, 2004 



